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1.0 
ACADEMIC SENATE

1.01
S04
Bylaws Revisions and Constitution Revision  (approved)

Mark Snowhite, Crafton Hills College, Standards and Practices Committee

Whereas, Key terms in the Bylaws of the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges (e.g., “senator,” “voting delegate,” and “member”) are ambiguous;

Whereas, The Bylaws as currently written are not carefully organized and exhibit some lack of elegance in phrasing;

Whereas, The Academic Senate should have a constitution that identifies its functions and principles—as it had before the descriptions of the functions and principles were incorporated into the Bylaws; and

Whereas, The Bylaws of the Academic Senate will be more readable if well-edited;

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges approve the restoration of a constitution and the proposed revisions to the Bylaws.

See Appendix A-1 through A-4.  

1.02
S04
Statutory Clarification of the Academic Senate  (approved)

Carmen Dominguez, Saddleback College, Area D
Whereas, Local academic senates are experiencing legal challenges by local college administrations, Boards of Trustees and individuals in an effort to undermine their influence in the shared governance processes; and 

Whereas, Local academic senates and individual faculty within their membership have been named as both petitioners and respondents in recent civil court proceedings;

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges undertake a comprehensive legal review of enabling legislation, statute and case law that identifies the purpose, scope and authority of state and local senates; and 

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges, upon completion of this review and with the assistance of legal counsel, facilitate legislative and legal clarification of both the California Education Code and Title 5 Regulations in order to make clear the legal status and authority of the state and local senates.

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges explore the possibility of purchasing and maintaining an insurance policy to provide all academic senates legal counsel and representation to protect all academic senates and senate officers in the event of being sued for discharging their duties.

1.03
S04
Senator Emeritus  (approved)




Leon Marzillier, Los Angeles Valley College

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Colleges confer the status of senator emeritus on Gary Morgan upon his retirement.

1.04
S04
Senator Emeritus  (approved)




Mark Snowhite, Crafton Hills College

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Colleges confer the status of senator emeritus on Anita Arrelano upon her retirement.

2.0
ACCREDITATION

2.01
S04
Local Senate Oversight of Measurable Student Learning Outcomes (approved)




Pat Setzer, Cuyamaca College

Whereas, The new accreditation standards require that colleges incorporate measurable student learning outcomes at the course, program and institutional level; and

Whereas, Curriculum, degree and program requirements, grading policies and student preparation and success are academic and professional matters wherein local academic senates have primacy;

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges urge local senates to pass resolutions directing appropriate standing committees and shared governance bodies, in cooperation with their accreditation liaisons, to develop recommended guidelines for defining, identifying and assessing all measurable student learning outcomes; and

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges urge local senates to direct these groups to report their recommended guidelines to their local academic senates for review and approval.

3.0
EQUITY AND DIVERSITY 

3.01
S04
Brown v. Board of Education  (approved)

Wanda Morris, Compton College, Executive Committee 

Whereas, The 1954 U.S. Supreme Court ruled unanimously that segregating students in public schools by race denied children their constitutional right to equal protection under the law; 

Whereas, Brown v. Board of Education sparked the civil rights movement, which wrought enormous change to America's laws and public schools; and 

Whereas, This year brings a wide array of efforts to mark the 50th anniversary of the historical civil rights desegregation decision; 

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges support the commemoration of the 50th anniversary of the school desegregation decision in Brown v. Board of Education.

5.0
BUDGET AND FINANCE

5.01 
S04
Equalization Plan:  Growth Formula and Non-Credit Funding  (approved)

Ian Walton, Mission College, Executive Committee

Whereas, Successful passage and implementation of any equalization proposal will be dependent upon comprehensible and consistent definitions of terms such as “growth,” and formulae in several related budget areas; 

Whereas, Calculating district growth figures has long been a complex task predicated on competing definitions and faulty assumptions;

Whereas, Historical inequities in growth calculations and resulting over-cap enrollment problems undermine systemwide faith in any funding allocation model; and

Whereas, Disparities between non-credit and credit funding for instructional activities have created serious inequities in the resources available to our students; 

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges support, as part of a wider equalization plan, efforts in the 2004-05 system budget proposal to: 

•  resolve central definitional problems in funding allocation formulae;

•  improve the historically inaccurate growth formula to allow correction of past inequities and better control of future over-cap enrollment problems; and 

•  resolve the long-standing inequities between non-credit and credit funding. 

5.01.01   S04 
Amended Resolution 5.01 S04
(defeated)



Leon Marzillier, Los Angeles CCD, Area C



Amend the final resolve to read:  

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges support, as part of a wider equalization plan, efforts in the 2004-05 system budget proposal to: 

•  resolve central definitional problems in funding allocation formulae;

•  improve the historically inaccurate growth formula to allow correction of past inequities and better control of future over-cap enrollment problems; and 

•  resolve the long-standing inequities between non-credit and credit funding raise funding levels for noncredit courses to meet costs.  

5.02 
S04
Equalization Plan:  Maintaining Quality Standards  (approved)

Ian Walton, Mission College, Executive Committee

Whereas, The Academic Senate for California Community Colleges has long supported the concept of equalization to provide equal opportunities for access and success for students in every college and district;

Whereas, The current budget and political situation suggests that an equalization plan is likely to be adopted this year; and

Whereas, A plan based solely on FTES raises significant quality concerns by abandoning the previously established standards long associated with the program-based funding model; 

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges support a system proposal for equalization, provided that it include these elements: 

•  initial equalization to occur within three-to-five-years, followed by a longer term plan based on the Real Cost of Education project;
•  adequate guarantees of previously established quality standards, such as comprehensive colleges and programs; progress towards the 75/25 ratio; compliance with the 50% law; and improved student services, such as library standards and counselor-student ratios.

5.03
S04
Support for Categorical Funding  (approved)

Ian Walton, Mission College, Executive Committee

Whereas, The Academic Senate for California Community Colleges has long supported categorical funding as an appropriate mechanism to guarantee important activities and standards within our system; 

Whereas, The California Community College system is not burdened by excessive numbers of categorical funding streams as seen in the K-12 system; 

Whereas, Partnership for Excellence funds, on the other hand, best can be used locally to serve diverse student needs by including those funds in base funding; and

Whereas, The Governor's 2004-05 Budget proposal proposes to cluster or eliminate several existing categorical funding streams; 
Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges support the system budget proposal to retain the current successful, unclustered categorical funding structure for programs including but not limited to matriculation, EOPS, Instructional and Library Materials, Telecommunication and Technology and scheduled maintenance, with the sole exception of Partnership for Excellence funds, which should be folded into the base funding allocation.

See Appendix B.  

5.03.01 S04
Amendment to 5.03 Support for Categorical Funding  (approved)




Beth Smith, Grossmont College

Add the Resolve:

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges urge that categorical funds be subject to the same cost-of-living adjustments as general apportionment funds.

5.04
S04
Support For Maintaining Matriculation Funding as a Categorical Program    (approved)


Andrea Sibley Smith, North Orange Co CCD, Area D

Whereas, California Community College enrollments are expected to increase and will be further impacted by the enrollment limitations and caps in place at UC and CSU, and Matriculation student support services must be expanded to meet growing students demands; 

Whereas, The Matriculation process is complex and contributes, as research has repeatedly demonstrated, to every element of student success, significantly increasing student retention, academic success, and the completion of student education goals; 

Whereas, Both the credit and non-credit Matriculation process ensures the fair and equitable assessment and placement of students statewide; and  

Whereas, We recognize that in this era of diminishing budgets and increasing student need, it is essential to identify Matriculation funding, thereby safeguarding each college's ability to retain the critical Matriculation funded student support services essential to student success; 

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges support the California Community College system’s opposition to folding the Matriculation funds into the base funding allocation.  

5.05
S04
Part-time Faculty Categorical Funds  (approved)

Shaaron Vogel, Butte College, Executive Committee
Whereas, In 2001 legislation was passed and ongoing categorical funding set aside to reduce the inequities between full-time and part-time faculty compensation by providing additional funding to districts exclusively to enhance part-time faculty salaries; 

Whereas, In support of the California Community Colleges Board of Governors’ Policy on Comparable Pay for Comparable Work, the 2001-2002 California Budget stated, “The funds in Schedule (16) of this item shall be allocated solely to increase compensation for part-time faculty from the amounts previously authorized” and “These funds are to be used to assist districts in making part-time faculty salaries more comparable to full-time salaries for similar work, as determined by each district’s local collective bargaining unit; 

Whereas, AB3099 (1996), AB301 (1997), and AB 420 (1999) were passed to provide partial funding for part-time faculty health benefits and office hours to encourage districts to be responsible employers of their part-time faculty; and 

Whereas, The Governor’s January 2004-05 Budget proposes to redirect the total funding of these categorical programs to become available to districts as general purpose allocation; 

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges urge the Board of Governors to continue to fully support its policy of Comparable Pay for Comparable Work and the goals of Assembly Bills 3099 (1996), 301 (1997), and 420 (1999); 

Resolved, That Academic Senate for California Community Colleges honor the dedication and importance of California community college part-time faculty and urge the Legislature and the Governor to assure that the allocations for part-time equity continue to be categorically dedicated to the purposes for which they were intended, augmented as needed, and fully protected by strong accountability structures; and  

Resolved, That Academic Senate for California Community Colleges urge local senates to support the appropriate allocation of these categorical funds for part-time equity.

5.06
S04
TTIP Funds for Library Electronic Information Resources (Databases)  (approved)

Dan Crump, American River College, Executive Committee 

Whereas, California community college libraries have received annual Telecommunications and Technology Infrastructure Program (TTIP) categorical funds for library automation and electronic information resources since 1996 ($36,364 per college in the 2003-04 budget year); 

Whereas, Electronic information resources include periodical and newspaper databases, online encyclopedia resources, online bibliographic verification resources, and other online databases that are necessary for the research needs and the development of information competency skills of California community college students, and provide a means of updating the resources that we offer to our students and equalizing access to information; and 

Whereas, This allocation of an equal amount per college, as opposed to an allocation to each college per FTES, has allowed libraries to have a strong negotiating position for advantageous prices for information resources, and that an FTES distribution would deny smaller colleges any base level access and would decrease the negotiating power of the system as a whole; 

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges support the Consultation Council recommendation regarding TTIP funding and urge the Board of Governors 

to approve the Consultation Council proposal to maintain the current allocation model of TTIP Library Automation and Electronic Information Resources funds, with existing guidelines left in place.

5.07
S04
TTIP Funds for Internet Connectivity and Systemwide Technology Projects  (approved)




 Tom Diskin, College of San Mateo, Area B

Whereas, California community colleges have received annual Telecommunications and Technology Infrastructure Program (TTIP) categorical funds for Internet connectivity and systemwide technology projects since 1996;

Whereas, The use of TTIP funds on a systemwide level has permitted Internet connectivity for all colleges regardless of location and relative cost;

Whereas, The use of TTIP funds on a systemwide level has permitted educational programs and projects of benefit to all colleges, such as CCCConfer, CCCApply, and @ONE; and 

Whereas, The proposal to move TTIP funding into general apportionment to be allocated by FTES would result in small colleges losing their ability to fund their Internet connectivity and 

the loss of funding for systemwide projects of benefit to all colleges;

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges oppose the folding of Telecommunications and Technology Infrastructure Program  (TTIP) funds into general apportionment; 

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges urge districts and colleges to continue to provide funding for adequate high-speed Internet connectivity regardless of changes in the distribution of TTIP funds; and 

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges urge the California Community College Board of Governors to maintain the current allocation model for TTIP funds for Internet connectivity and systemwide technology projects. 

5.08 
S04
TTIP Funds for Library Electronic Information Resources (Databases)  (approved)



Nick Kapp, Skyline College, Area B 

Whereas, Electronic information resources include periodical and newspaper databases, online encyclopedia resources, online bibliographic verification resources, and other online databases that are necessary for the research needs and the development of information competency skills of California community college students, and provide a means of updating the resources that we offer to our students and equalizing access to information; and

Whereas, Proposed changes to the distribution of Telecommunications and Technology Infrastructure Program (TTIP) funding to the colleges may result in colleges receiving reduced funding for the support of electronic information resources;

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges urge districts and colleges to continue to provide full funding for the purchase of library subscriptions to electronic information resources regardless of changes in the distribution of Telecommunications and Technology Infrastructure Program (TTIP) funds to libraries.

5.09
S04
Health Service Fee Backfill  (approved)

Mark Snowhite, Crafton Hills College, Executive Committee

Whereas, Board of Governors (BOG) waivers include a waiver for all regular community college fees including fees that support college health and wellness services;

Whereas, Funds to supplant the money lost by these fee waivers have not been provided by the state and are not available from local sources in most community college districts; and

Whereas, Health services essential to the well being of the students of each community college are seriously threatened by the loss of funds from the BOG fee waivers;

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges support legislation to backfill the loss of funds to campus health services that result from Board of Governors fee waivers.

5.10 
S04
Carl D. Perkins Funding for Public Vocational Education  (approved)



Bob Grill, College of Alameda, Area B 

Whereas, California Community College vocational programs depend heavily on federal dollars generated by Carl D. Perkins (VTEA), and at many colleges, these funds are the only source of funding for equipment and supplies;

Whereas, Public access to vocational education is critical to maintaining a robust economy and trained workforce; and 

Whereas, Current proposals to divert this funding to proprietary, for-profit institutions would greatly diminish the ability of public institutions to provide quality experiences, increase the cost and decrease access to students preparing for jobs, and as a result, severely affect California’s ability to compete in the world economy; 

Resolved, That the Academic Senate of the California Community Colleges strongly recommend that VTEA funding remain a funding source targeted exclusively for public vocational education programs to support quality job preparation education.

5.11
S04
Equalization Plan: Support the Governor’s Proposal  (approved)




Wheeler North, Miramar College

Whereas, The budget allocation model for California Community Colleges is overly complicated and has resulted in severe and long-standing disparities and inequities;

Whereas, A unified position will allow the Academic Senate to effectively address the more pertinent issues of funding allocations in California’s education budget, such as the Real Cost of Education; and

Whereas, Existing laws and regulations such as AB1725, the 50% law and the 75/25 ratio will provide adequate safeguards to ensure that the Senate’s legitimate concerns regarding quality are addressed in any new funding model;

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges commend the Governor’s efforts to provide equalization funding and support in principle the equalization proposal contained in his January budget.

6.0
STATE AND LEGISLATIVE ISSUES

6.01
S04
CSU Transfers   (approved)


Miki Mikolajczak, Saddleback College, Area D

Whereas, The 1960 Donahoe Act of Higher Education promises access to public higher education for California Community College transfer students; 

Whereas, The current budget crisis is changing the landscape of the transfer process for California community college transfer students by limiting and denying their access to upper division education as a result of declining Transfer Admission Agreements and Transfer Admission Guarantees (TAA/TAG) and of admissions requirements and procedures changed during the filing period or after it has closed; 

Whereas, The California State University (CSU) system and SB 1785 propose drastic changes to the promise of access to higher education without prior conversation with the faculty and field practitioners within the California community colleges, without first having fully achieved statewide articulation with all 109 California Community Colleges, or without continuing the promising practices of Transfer Admission Agreements and Transfer Admission Guarantees;

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for the California Community Colleges strongly urge the 23 CSU campuses to accomplish the following prior to seeking legislation such as SB 1785: 

· articulate at least the 20 most popular majors with all 109 California community colleges;

· enter all articulation agreements on ASSIST;

· develop and implement  major-specific TAA/TAGs with all 109 California community colleges; and

· set their admission rules and requirements no less than one year in advance and refrain from changing requirements or processes during the filing period of that year; 

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for the California Community Colleges oppose any legislation that does not accomplish the above four points such as SB1785; and 

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for the California Community Colleges appoint a task force of practitioners from the field (discipline faculty, counseling faculty, Transfer Center Directors, and Articulation Officers) to meet with their CSU partners to address the above resolved statements and to thereby assure the success of our California Community College transfer students.

6.02 
S04 
Differential Fee for Bachelor’s Degree Holders  (approved)



Eloise Crippens, West Los Angeles College, Area C

Whereas, California Community College fees have increased 64%, from $11 to $18 per unit, and there is a proposal to raise them another 44% to $26 per unit, percentage increases far in excess of those proposed for the California State University (CSU) and University of California (UC) systems;
Whereas, The Governor’s budget proposal for California Community Colleges includes provision for holders of bachelor’s degree to pay $50 per unit, despite the fact that many California community colleges with large enrollments of BS/BA degree holders suffered a reduction in growth when the last bachelor’s degree differential fee was implemented; and

Whereas, Companies are presently downsizing and many BS/BA degree holders must be retrained at the community colleges in order to re-enter the workforce;

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges strongly recommend to the Legislature and the Governor that they impose no differential fee for those students holding bachelor’s degrees who attend the California community colleges.

6.03
S04
Fee Increases  (approved)




June Burlingame Smith, Los Angeles Harbor College, Area C

Whereas, The Academic Senate for California Community Colleges has a long-standing position opposing fees for community college students; 

Whereas, There are those who advocate raising community college fees to $26 per unit because that would allow a few students to gain eligibility to fully-funded Pell Grants; and 

Whereas, The vast majority of community college students would not be eligible for Pell Grants and would be severely hampered in gaining a community college education by restricting access; 

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges oppose any further increase in fees.

7.0
CHANCELLOR’S OFFICE

7.01
S04
Faculty Committee and Task Force Appointments  (approved)




Stephanie L. Dumont, Golden West College

Whereas, Section 53203 of Title 5 states that the appointment of faculty members to serve on college or district committees, task forces or other groups dealing with academic and professional matters shall be made after consultation with the chief executive officer by the local academic senate, and

Whereas, There have been instances of faculty serving on state committees, task forces or other groups dealing with academic and professional matters that have not been appointed by the Academic Senate;

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges work with the Chancellor’s Office to ensure that the appointment of faculty members to serve on state committees, task forces or other groups dealing with academic and professional matters shall be made by the Academic Senate except for those positions that are designated as appointments by other statewide faculty organizations.

9.0 
CURRICULUM 

9.01 
S04
Articulation of Courses Offered in a Distance Education Mode  (approved)

Jane Patton, Mission College, Executive Committee 

Whereas, There has been confusion about the articulation to the University of California of a few California community college courses offered in a distance education mode;

Whereas, There exist specific curriculum guidelines and processes for the development, approval and articulation of all courses, with additional review of courses offered in a distance education mode, as required by Title 5 Regulations; and 

Whereas, The continuation of courses offered in a distance education mode is critical to meet the demands of community college students;

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges continue to provide guidance to local senates, curriculum committees and articulation officers about the review and articulation of courses offered in a distance education mode; and

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges communicate with the University of California through the Intersegmental Articulation Counsel in order to discuss processes for articulation and establish a mutually acceptable resolution to any articulation concerns. 

9.02
S04 
Resolution in Support of Using Local Research in the Design of Courses in Abbreviated Time Frames  (approved)

Greg Gilbert, Copper Mountain College, Research Committee

Whereas, The existing pool of research concerning courses offered in abbreviated time frames is generally inadequate and inconclusive with regards to what may constitute significant tradeoffs of content, rigor, grade distribution and service to students between traditional and abbreviated course offerings; 

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges recommend that local senates work with their curriculum committees and administrations to conduct their own local research to ensure that courses offered in abbreviated time frames meet the same standards as courses taught in traditional term lengths (semester/quarter) with reference to content, assignments, grading, retention, achievement of learning outcomes, and linkages to support services, and that decisions to offer such courses be based on an ongoing examination of local research.   
9.03
S04
Articulation of Community College Courses  (approved)

Michelle Pilati, Rio Hondo College, Area C

Whereas, Articulation between individual California community colleges and individual campuses of the University of California (UC) and California State University (CSU) is based on the course outline of record; 

Whereas, The course outline of record is a contract that establishes the objectives and content to be included in a given course; and

Whereas, Distance education offerings are merely an alternative mode of instruction in which a course is taught  in accordance with the existing course outline of record; 

Resolved, That Academic Senate for California Community Colleges urge each local senate to ensure its distance education offerings are taught according to the existing course outline of record ensuring the integrity of distance education at both the local and system-wide levels; 

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges ask local curriculum committees to ensure the appropriateness of online offerings through the distance education approval process; and

Resolved, That, as the course outline of record is the sole basis for articulation, the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges oppose the inclusion of questions pertaining to mode of course delivery as an element of the articulation process.

9.04
S04
Voting on the Mathematics and English Requirements for the Associate Degree  (defeated)

Beverly Shue, Los Angeles Harbor College, Area C

Whereas, The Academic Senate for California Community Colleges’ paper and breakouts on the mathematics and English requirements for graduation are planned for the Fall 2004 Plenary Session; and 

Whereas, Local senates have expressed the desire to hold forums and colloquia at their colleges prior to voting on any Senate resolution;

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges vote on the mathematics and English graduation requirements no earlier than the spring 2005 Plenary Session. 

10.0
 DISCIPLINES LIST

10.01 
S04 
Resolution to adopt Qualifications for Faculty Service in the California Community Colleges: Minimum Qualifications, Placement of Courses within Disciplines, and Faculty Service Areas    (approved)

Mark Snowhite, Crafton Hills College, Standards and Practices Committee 
Whereas, Resolution 2.01 F01 calls for the Academic Senate to review and revise as needed the paper Placement of Courses Within Disciplines;  

Whereas, An understanding of the placement of courses within disciplines is part of a network of related faculty responsibilities including reviewing the Disciplines List, determining equivalency, and establishing faculty service areas (FSAs) – all of which determine who is considered legally qualified to teach designated community college courses; and

Whereas, Faculty need a single resource in which they may find information explaining their responsibilities in these areas;

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges adopt the paper Qualifications for Faculty Service in the California Community Colleges: Minimum Qualifications, Placement of Courses within Disciplines, and Faculty Service Areas.  
See Appendix C.

13.0
GENERAL CONCERNS

13.01
S04
Blanket Layoff Notice  (approved, last whereas referred to exec)




Mary Ulrich, Diablo Valley College

Whereas, Issuance of blanket layoff notices fails to incorporate required academic planning involving the local academic senate; and

Whereas, Issuance of blanket layoff notices is a misuse of public funds and undermines dstudnet and community trust in the issuing district;

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges encourage all district to resolve budge issues with the full involvement of the local academic senate so as to minimize the impact on educational programs;

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges condemn the issuance of blanket layoff notices ad a solution to ease budget problems, and condemn the frivolous use of district money on avoidable legal costs; and

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges explore the legality of this egregious tactic and report back at the Fall 2004 Plenary Session. (referred)

13.02
S04
Integrity  (approved)



TerriAnn Linn-Watson, Chaffey College

Whereas, The Academic Senate has published three papers on the topic of professional ethics and integrity in 1988, 1994 and 2002;

Whereas, Some faculty may not fully understand or be aware of the impact of their actions or lack thereof, nor have current tools and information to affect change in their students, themselves, and their institutions; and

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges engage local academic senate s in discussion of professional ethics and integrity and provide them with examples of effective procedures to empower local senates to model ethical behavior; and

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges urge administrators to support ethics and integrity procedures developed by local academic senates.

13.03
S04
Model Employment Application  (approved)




Richard Mahon, Riverside

Whereas, A major hurdle in applying for full-time teaching positions lies in filling out each district’s unique job application form; and

Whereas, The information collected in such documents is virtually identical;

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges explore which parts of the California Community College application process might be standardized to facilitate employment opportunities for college teaching.

15.0
INTERSEGMENTAL ISSUES

15.01
S04
UC/CSU Transfer Admissions Practices  (approved)

Marilyn Eng, Citrus College, Area C

 

Whereas, The California community colleges serve as the primary gateway to higher education for 2.9 million Californians;

 

Whereas, Reductions in the state budget for the California State University (CSU) and the University of California (UC) systems have become the catalyst for significant alterations in transfer admissions practices for California community college students;

Whereas, Existing transfer tools such as CSU Certification, IGETC and ASSIST represent an important framework for facilitating transfer for California community college students that deserves full consideration; and 

 

Whereas, Discussions and decisions regarding CSU/UC transfer admissions practices have been occurring without the input of the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges;

 

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges oppose the implementation of any new UC/CSU transfer admissions practices that do not include prior consultation with the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges.

15.02
S04
Protecting Transfer Students  (approved)




Elizabeth Andersen, San Diego City College

Whereas, Many community college transfer students who have prepared for one set of transfer requirements are finding that these requirements have changed after it is too late for them to fulfill new ones, and

Whereas, This process is unfair to students and is counter-productive to our mutual goal of supporting transfer between our segments;

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges concur with Chancellor Drummond’s request for the SCU system to exempt all community college students who are in their final quarter or semester prior to transfer from any newly imposed transfer requirements established by the SCU system or by any of its individual campuses.

19.0 
PROFESSIONAL STANDARDS

19.01 S04 Resolution to Adopt Roles and Responsibilities of Faculty Academic Chairs: An Academic Senate Perspective  (approved)

Ian Walton, Mission College, Educational Policies Committee

Whereas, Local discussion is essential to successful selection and implementation of any department/division chair structure; and

Whereas, Faculty who serve in these roles become an important part of overall faculty leadership; 

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges adopt the paper Roles and Responsibilities of Faculty Academic Chairs: An Academic Senate Perspective. 

See Appendix D.

20.0
STUDENTS

20.01
S04
CSU/UC Redirected Students  (approved)

Dan Crump, American River College, Executive Committee

Whereas, The Governor’s Budget for 2004-05 proposes to “redirect approximately 3200 University of California (UC) eligible and 3800 California State University (CSU) eligible students to first attend community college and then guarantee them transfer as juniors to a UC or CSU”;

Whereas, There is concern expressed by community college transfer directors and other faculty that the “redirected” transfer students will have priority over the traditional community college students for the transfer slots in the CSUs and UCs; and 

Whereas, There is no funding proposed to counsel these “redirected” students throughout their community college years (except for some funding to the CSUs and UCs to “orient” the “redirects”); 

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges express concern to the Chancellor of the California Community Colleges, the Chancellor of the California State University (CSU) and the President of the University of California (UC) that this “redirection” will decrease the number of transfer slots available in the CSUs and UCs for the traditional (i.e., non-redirected) community college students; 

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges urge the Chancellor of the CSU and the President of the UC to provide extra transfer slots for the “redirected” students in addition to the current number of slots that are available for the traditional community college transfer student; and 

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges insist that the Legislature provide full apportionment funding to community colleges for “redirected” students, and in addition, funding for ongoing counseling for these students.

20.02
S04
Programs for Native Students and UC and CSU Redirected Students  (approved)


Yula Flournoy, Mt. San Jacinto College, Area D

Whereas, Governor Schwarzenegger has proposed in his 2004-2005 budget that California Community Colleges (CCCs) absorb 7,000 students who would normally be attending the University of California (UC) and California State University (CSU) systems; 

Whereas, This proposal is essentially an unfunded mandate and may result in fewer offerings and services to students already attending California community colleges and therefore increases the already existing gap between the resources available to UC and CSU students and those available to CCC students; and 

Whereas, The missions of the California Community Colleges as defined in Education Code include instruction in basic skills, vocational education, economic development, and workforce preparation, as well as general education courses for transfer; 

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges urge local senates and governing boards to support all aspects of the mission for California community colleges by resisting cuts to Basic Skills and Vocational Education Programs in order to provide courses and/or services for the 7,000 redirected UC and CSU students without concomitant redirected funds from the state.

20.03
S04
Student Redirection   (approved)



John Holland, Butte College, Area A

Whereas, The Governor’s Budget Proposal calls for approximately 7,000 University of California and California State University-eligible students for the 2004-05 academic year to be redirected to community colleges;

Whereas, The redirected students will be funded out of the 3% growth money in the Governor’s Budget Proposal;

Whereas, The inclusion of the funding of these redirected students in the 3% growth funding could potentially displace traditional community college students; and 

Whereas, Concern exists that the redirected students may displace traditional community college students; 

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges express concern to the Legislature and the Governor that the “redirection” of UC and CSU students to community colleges may negatively affect the opportunities of traditional community college students.

20.04
S04
Waiving Fees for Redirected Students  (approved)



John Gamber, American River, Area A

Whereas, Students redirected from the University of California and California State University will already pay lower fees than they would at the redirecting institution; 

Whereas, Waiving fees could increase a tendency to displace traditional community college students in favor of non-paying, redirected students; 

Whereas, The state is considering raising fees again to defray some costs of education at community colleges; and

Whereas, Waiving fees for only redirected students violates principles of equity among students; 

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges oppose waiving community college fees as proposed in the Governor’s January budget for students redirected to community colleges from the University of California and California State University.

20.05
S04
Redirected Students  (approved)


Shannon Stack, Los Angeles Valley College, Area C

Whereas, Students redirected from UCs and CSUs will not, as proposed, pay community college fees, a situation that will further impact the ability of the California community colleges to provide adequately funded education to its students;

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges work with all appropriate agencies and the Legislature to ensure that redirected students pay all appropriate community college fees, unless they qualify for Board of Governors’ (BOG) fee waivers.

20.06
S04
Textbooks: Model Policies and Ethical Considerations  (approved)




Paul Setziol, Foothill-DeAnza District

Whereas, local academic senates face questions and conflicts regarding textbook selection, price, authorship, copyright, etc.; and

Whereas, local academic senates need guidance on the applicability of academic freedom with regard to textbook issues;

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges produce a position paper on model policies and ethical considerations regarding textbooks and other course materials.

20.07
S04
Textbook Pricing  (approved)




Linda Stroh, Sacramento City College

Whereas, Textbook prices have increased beyond the resources of many students;

Whereas, New editions are often published with few content changes, making used books unavailable, and unnecessary bundling increases the cost to students; and

Whereas, Marketing costs account for over 15% of the cost to students; and

Whereas, Textbooks are sold to individuals via the Internet for significantly less than they are sold in bulk to college bookstores;

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges contact textbook publishers and urge them to establish production, business and pricing policies that do not unfairly penalize students who purchase their books at college bookstores; and

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges encourage faculty to consider the cost of books as one of the criteria in book selection, and that the faculty encourage the publishing companies they work with to adopt production, business and pricing policies that are responsive to that concern.
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